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Current Topics. 


Lord Haldane’s Return. 

Lorp HALDANE returned to the United Kingdom this week, 
and has doubtless by this time resumed custody of the Great 
Seal and of the King’s Conscience. But his visit to Montreal, 
we venture to think, is destined to have a more lasting effect 
than such ceremonial courtesies usually have. It has awakened 
the conscience of lawyers to their great special responsibility for 
promoting among their compatriots the duties of obedience to 
civic authority and performance of international obligations. It 
has given encouragement to all jurists who desire our practising 
lawyers to take 2 broader and more philosophic view of legal 
principles than hitherto has been customary among English- 
speaking barristers and solicitors. When a Lord Chancellor refers 
to the Hegelian doctrine of the time-spirit’s priority over the 
logical form, there is some hope that in England the philosophy 
of law will at last be regarded as a serious study. Lastly, by 
his affability and accessibility te the interviewers, Lord HALDANE 
has put an end -to the tradition that pomposity is essential to 
the maintenance of a Lord Chancellor's dignity. In the words 
of the Latin proverb familiar to every schoolboy : Omne tulit 
punctum qui miscuit utile dulci. Lord HALDAN#’s visit has 
taught the world that it is possible for an-English Chancellor to 
be very human as well as very learned. 


The Proposed Registration of Auctioneers. 

JUST AS industries not infrequently have residual products 
which in course of time become of a commercial importance 
rivalling that of the principal manufacture, so Acts of Parlia- 
ment very frequently have secondary results of a quite 
unexpected kind. One of these, due to the Budget of 1909, 
is called to our attention by the annual meeting of the 
Auctioneers’ Institute at Folkestone, which took place this 
week. By creating a modern “Domesday Book,” which has 
taken four years to complete, the Finance Act of 1909-10 has 
incidentally added greatly to the importance of land valuers, 
who usually are members of the auctioneering profession. 
Landowners as well as the State have required their assistance to 
estimate the value of their properties. And the existence of com- 
plicated legal rules for the calculation of the four different kinds of 
land values recognized by the Budget, the necessity of applying 
economic principles to the assessment of improvements or deduc- 
tions, as well as the emergence of abstruse mathematical pro- 
blems upon such matters as “ minus values,” have all combined 
to demand from the land valuer a higher order of knowledge and 
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skill than was formerly the case. It is natural, therefore, that 
auctioneers should desire to place their profession on the same 
footing of legalized monopoly already enjoyed by solicitors 
and partially enjoyed by chartered accountants. At present the 
possession of an excise licence, obtained by the payment of fees, 
is the only qualification required by anyone who desires to 
practise as an auctioneer, The Institute, in a Bill promoted by 
them, now propose that every practising auctioneer must be regis- 
tered, and that after the expiry of a limited period no unregistered 
persons be permitted to act professionally as valuers or auc- 
tioneers of land and buildings. Other branches of auctioneering 
it does not propose to restrict in any way. The object of the 
measure is to provide a guarantee to the public that persons 
holding themselves out to act with regard to real estate valuation, 
sale, and agency shall be both competent and trustworthy. 
While we do not like the spirit of economic monopoly, it is hard 
for lawyers todeny that much is to be said for the claim of land 
valuers to have their profession placed on a more satisfactory 
basis. In Canada, we understand, this has already been done. 


Effect of the Land Taxes. 

Ir 1s always interesting to get the views of business men as to 
the effect of legislation on their own department, and therefore 
it is worth while noting the views of the Auctioneers’ Institute 
on the new land taxes’as expressed by Mr. B. L’ANSON BREACH in 
his presidential address. He took a somewhat pessimistic view, 
which he supported by statistics. Having quoted the official 
estimates of the cost of the new Valuation Department of the 
Inland Revenue, and the yield of the new taxes, Mr. BREACH 
said the cost to owners was estimated at approximately half a 
million sterling, and the decrease in sales of property might be 
put at something like three millions sterling. In asingle month, 
that of July last, the realizations officially registered at the 
Estate Exchange were, roundly, one million sterling less than in 
July of last year. That decrease was to a large extent 
attributable to inability to sell ground rents and other urban 
investments owing to the prevalent uncertainty and irritation 
arising in connection with the land taxes. He hesitated to give 
any estimate of the depreciation of property from the same 
causes, but, under the head of ground rents alone, it must 
amount to many millions of pounds. New elements of an 
incalculable character had been introduced into the consideratien 
of these investments, and reversionary values were no longer a 
matter primarily of computation according to Inwood's 
Tables. The future was fraught with possibilities which 
buyers and their advisers apprehended with grave misgiving. 
The decline in prices was by no means wholly explained 
by a general enhancement of the return on investments. 
But, even when all these results are admitted—and they are 
very forcibly put by Mr. Breaci—it is not necessary to agree 
with his conclusion that the recent and the proposed land 
charges will in the long run prove disastrous to rural interests. 
New legislation on a large scale always goes through a tran- 
sitional period, in which the disturbance it necessarily causes is 
more apparent than the improvements it effects. We believe 
that, in the long run, the gradual reconstruction of our land laws 
which the Budget initiated, and which under another aspect will 
be continued by the Lord Chancellor's Real Property and 
Conveyancing Bulls, will not prove an evil either to the investor 
in land or to the solicitor who acts for him. Land will 
gradually pass into a greater number of hands, and the legal 
disposition of it will probably become simplified, but the actual 
value of investments in land and the quantity of conveyancing 
work will probably, in the long run, be increased rather than 
diminished. At any rate, it is too soon for lawyers or land 
valuers, in our opinion, to view with unmixed pessimism the 
changes taking place before our eyes in our time-honoured 
systems of land tenure. 


Taxation of Costs on Counterclaim. 

IN THE case of Fox v. Central Silkstone Collieries (Limited) 
(1912, 2 K.B. 597), Mr. Justice Bray gave a direction to the 
taxaticn-oflicer of the City of London Court which proves 
rather awkward in practice. The plaintiff had recovered 
judgment of £25 in that court against the defendant, who 





at the same time recovered judgment for £26 on a counter- 
claim against the plaintiff. The plaintiff was given costs 
on his claim, and the defendant costs on his counterclaim— 
the ordinary rule in the county court unless the judge 
otherwise orders. The registrar, who, of course, is the 
taxation officer in a county court, apportioned the scale costs 
between plaintiff and defendant without dispute except as regards 
three items—namely, the fees paid to counsel and his clerk, fees 
payable to the solicitor for attending court and giving admission 
of documents, and certain refreshers. As regards these items the 
registrar allowed the maximum scale fee in several cases, both 
to the plaintiff and to the defendant ; in other words, he assessed 
those costs just as if there had been two separate actions for £25 
and £26 respectively, and as if each party had succeeded com- 
pletely in one of those actions so as to get full costs in respect 
of it. Now it is clear that such a taxation offends against the 
practice which prevails in the High Court ; claim and counter- 
claim are there treated as one action; in the absence 
of a judge’s direction to the contrary, the successful plaintiff 
gets the costs of the proceedings except so far as 
increased by or imputable to the counterclaim—ain other words, 
the lion’s share of costs goes to the euccessful plaintiff : Re Brown, 
Ward v. Morse (23 Ch. D. 377) ; Atlas Metal Co. v. Miller (1898, 2 
Q. B. D. 500). This decision of the registrar was objected to by 
the plaintiff, but was upheld by the deputy judge, and accordingly 
went on appeal to the Divisional Court. There Mr. Justice Bray 
took a third view, different from that advanced either by the 
plaintiff or by the defendant. He held that the claim and 
counterclaim were only one set of proceedings, so that no more 
thau the maximum scale costs for a single action could be given ; 
this sum must be apportioned between plaintiff and defendant. 
As regards the items complained of, the scale applicable (where 
the amount recovered is more than £20 and less than £50) is 
higher scale B, which allows a fee of three guineas only for 
counsel. This sum of three guineas must be apportioned into the 
sum attributable to claim, and that attributable to counterclaim ; 
the former was to go to the plaintiff's and the latter to the defen- 
dant’s costs, and the attendant items were to be apportioned in the 
same way. Since the fee on the briefs of each counsel was_not, 
in fact, divided into two, the registrar was to examine the 
instructions to counsel contained in their respective briefs, and 
apportion the amount accordingly. With these directions the 
costs were remitted to the registrar to make the apportionment 
so ordered—a task very far from enviable. To examine counsel’s 
briefs and read them in detail so as to ascertain exactly how far 
they deal with claim or counterclaim respectively, seems quite 
contrary to all traditions of taxation; surely it is not usual for 
a taxing master to recd privileged documents such as briefs! 
Again, suppdsing nine-tenths of the plaintiff's brief were devoted 
to the claim, whereas only one-tenth of the defendant’s brief was 
so occupied, which brief 1s the registrar to take as his guide in 
making the apportionment ? We cannot see how this rule is to 
be made workable in practice. 


The Duplication of Public Inquiries. 

ONE CUMBROUS defect in our legal machinery has been 
revealed in a dramatic way by the holding of two recént 
inquiries into lamentable railway accidents. When such sad 
casualties result in death it is not an uncommon practice to 
place on his trial for manslaughter any railway official or servant 
whose alleged neglect of duty is considered as wholly or partially 
responsible for it. In such cases there take place no less than five 
inquiries of a public character, in each of which witnesses are 
examined before tribunals of various kinds, First, the Board of 
Trade sends down an inspector, who holds an inquiry into the 
causes of the accident ; this may be either secret or public, as in 
his discretion he prefers. Then the coroner, with his jury, holds 
a public inquiry into the causes of the deaths which have resulted, 
Then the justices make a preliminary investigation into the case 
against the accused and commit him for trial. So far we have 
three preliminary investigations, all hearing the same evidence and 
examining the same witnesses. But we are not yet dune with the 
preliminary investigations. When the indictment is laid before 
the grand jury they, in their turn, hear a sufficient number of 
witnesses whose depositions are before them, in order to satisfy 
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themselves that there are adequate grounds for returning a true 
bill. These four investigations all over, there comes a fifth, the 
actual trial, when the same ground is gone all overagain. Surely 
such duplication, or rather quintuplication, of proceedings is not 
really necessary. It is a great strain on the suspected or accused 
persons. The expense is enormous, And it is not easy to see 
how the course of justice in any way gains by it, Some attempt 
to simplify the system seems desirable, 


Alternative Methods of Reform. 


Now, THERE are possible ways of attacking the difficulty. 
One would be to adopt the Scottish system, under which the 
three stages of coroner's inquest, magisterial investigation, and 
grand jury presentment are all rolled into one private inquiry 
by the Procurator Fiscal. This would leave three proceedings 
in existence: that on behalf of the Board of Trade, that by some 
officer corresponding to the Scots Fiscal—say the Under-Sheriff, 
and the final trial. In cases which did not concern railways, 
factories or ships, the Board of Trade would not be interested, 
and their examination would be omitted. But well as this 
arrangement seems to work north of the Tweed, the English 
preference for a public judicial inquiry would probably rule it 
out of court. There remains an alternative. The Board of ‘I'rade 
inspector might be given co-ordinate powers with the justices to 
take depositions and power to commit for trial any person whom 
he considers prima facie blameworthy. The coroner’s jury, upon 
inquisition, already has this power. Then, wherever either a 
Board of Trade inspector or a coroner’s ‘jury had exercised this 
power, the — investigation should be omitted. Three 
exhaustive preliminary investigatiuns would.thus be replaced by 
one. The grand jury stage might remain, since it is neither 
very elaborate nor very expensive, and is sanctioned by im- 
memorial usage. Some simple contrivance of this kind would 
not only abridge and cheapen procedure, but would save accused 
persons that heavy drain on their purse, or that of their friends, 
which our present unnecessary elaboration of legal machinery 
involves. 








The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 


VII. 
THE PROPOSALS FOR SIMPLIFYING PRIVATE CONVEYANCING 
(Continued). 


Settlements.—So far we have been concerned with the pro- 
visions of the Conveyancing Bill which define what estates and 
interests are paramount, and what are subordinate, to the 
particular proprietary estate in question, and which confer on 
the proprietor the right to dispose of that proprietary estate in 
favour of a purchaser ; subject, indeed, to the paramount estates 
and interests, but free from all subordinate estates and interests 
save only such as are protected by cautions or inhibitions. Now 
we come to clauses which contain elaborate provisions for the 
case of settlements. At first sight the necessity for these is not 
obvious, and in fact they appear to conflict with the very object 
of the Bill. That object is to fix definitely a person who shall 
have absolute power to sell the land, but when that object has 
been attained, the Bill offers no impediment to the creation of 
all the limited, future, or executory interests which are now 
possible. This is provided by clause 5 (1) (see p. 762, ante), 
which also relegates these interests*to the position of subordinate 
interests. It follows that, even if the Bill had contained no 
clauses specially dealing with settlements, yet these could still 
have been created, not, indeed, by legal limitations for life with 
remainders over, but by means of equitable limitations, 
engrafted on the necessary proprietary estate, and protected by 
cautions or inhibitions. Thus the scheme of the Bill contains 
in itself all that is required for the creation and protection of 
settlements of land on the lines of personalty settlements. It 
allows of the absolute interest being vested in a trustee ; of 
the beneficial interests being defined by a settlement; 
and of these beneficial interests being duly protected. And 





if the Bill could have stopped at this point, it would have been 
greatly simplified. 

What then are the settlement clauses and what is the reason 
for their insertion ? The settlement clauses are clauses 8 to 22, 
but after clause 17 they deal with the adaptation of existing 
settlements to the new system and with certain subsidiary 
matters. Clauses 8 to 17 are those which deal specifically with 
the framework and effect of future settlements, and the scheme 
which they embody appears to be directed to ensuring (1) that, 
where there is an adult tenant for life, he shall be the owner of 
the proprietary estate ; and (2) that the conveyance of the pro- 
prietary estate shall shew who are the original trustees for the 
purposes of the Settled Land Acts. 

Clause 8 commences by declaring that a settlement, other 
than a settlement arising under the Settled Land Acts by reason 
of an intestacy, shall be made only by the creation of a trust, 
and this may be effected in certain specified ways, namely, by 
the conveyance of a proprietary estate—that is, an estate in fee 
simple or a term of years—upon trust ; by declaration of trust 
inter vivos; or by will (sub-clause 1); and the successive inter- 
ests arising under the settlement are to take effect (except as 
otherwise provided) as subordinate! estates or interests (sub- 
clause 2). Sub-clause 1 merely carries out the scheme of 
the Bill, and we doubt whether it is necessary. The Bill 
forbids the cutting up of the proprietary estate itself into 
successive interests, and hence, quite apart from this sub-clause, 
the only regular way of creating a settlement inter vivos would 
be by conveyance of the proprietary estate in trust, or by 
declaration of trust. This is the well-known distinction between 
trusts arising by transfer of the interest of the settlor and trusts 
arising by declaration of trust as to that interest. Moreover, 
when the draftsman says—or rather, perhaps, implies, for we are 
not sure that the clause is meant to be exhaustive—that settle- 
ments are only to be created in one of these ways, he does not 
mean himself to be taken literally. He would like convey- 
ancers to adopt his method, and in terms he seems to provide 
that they shall do so. But at an earlier stage of the Bill ho has 
foreseen that, either through ignorance or forgetfulness, they 
may continue to create settlements by legal limitations, and 
clause 4 has been inserted in order to meet such cases. It must 
be remembered that clause 3 has prohibited any disposition of 
the proprietary estate except by way of transfer of the whole 
estate or by creation of certain specified interests (see p. 738, 
ante), and these do not include the ordinary interests arising 
under a settlement other than a term of years. But if this 
prohibition is neglected, then a case arises under clause 4 (1) 
which is as follows :— . 

4.—(1) A disposition by a proprietor purporting to transfer 
or create an interest in land which is not a proprietary estate 
shall not transfer or create any proprietary estate, but shall 
operate only as a declaration by the proprietor that his pro- 
prietary estate is to be held upon trust to give effect to sub- 
ordinate interests corresponding as nearly as may be with the 
interests which the disposition purports to transfer or create, and 
shall not operate in any other manner. 

The concluding words are obviously superfluous, having 
regard to the previous use of the word “only.” But the clause 
as a whole is clearly necessary unless compliance with clause 8 
is to be made obligatory. On this point opinions will probably 
differ. It may be undesirable to deprive a settlement of effect 
because it does not conform to legal requirements. On the 
other hand, settlements are almost invariably the work of a 
skilled conveyancer, and it could hardly happen that, after the 
Act, a settlement by legal limitation would be made, unless the 
conveyancer was encouraged. by clause 4 (1) to rely upon his 
old forms. If he did so, then he would set his successors an 
ingenious puzzle to redraft his settlement, and to determine 
what subordinate interests corresponded to the interests which 
he had purported tocreate. For our own part we incline to 
think that clause 4 (1) should be dropped, aud that the 
observance of clause 3 as to the disposition of pro- 
prietary estates should be made obligatory. In this case a 
conveyance of a proprietary estate by the proprietor, A, to B 
for life, remainder to C in fee simple, would be inoperative, and 
the estate would remain in A. B and C would take nothing 
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either by grant or by declaration of trust. And there is no 
reason why they should. If the object is really to simplify the 
law, then it must be obligatory on A to create his settlement in 
an authorized manner; either by transfer of his proprietary 
estate or by declaration of trust. Clause 8 (1) states this, 
although in strictness the statement may not be necessary. 

It appears, also, to be unnecessary to state, as is ‘dons in 
clause 8 (2), that the successive interests are to take effect, save 
as otherwise provided, as subordinate interests. Whether inter- 
ests arising under the settlement are paramount or subordinate 
depends on the definitions which have already been given of 
these terms, and a provision such as that in question seems to 
indicate that the draftsman is not content to rely upon his 
definitions. Moreover, it is expressly provided by the definition 
of “* paramount interest ” in clause 2 (3) (/) that, in reference to 
settled land, this term does not include “ any charge, estate, or 
interest capable of being overreached” under the Settled Land 
Acts. Such interests not being paramount, are necessarily 
subordinate, and why should this be repeated in clause 8 (2) ? 

In saying this we are repeating a criticism whichwe have already 
made, and the answer may be that such provisions are put in by 
way of explaration and precaution, and not because they are 
strictly necessary. We do not require, however, to be told again 
and again whether an interest is subordinate or not. At the com- 
mencement of the Bill all interests are sorted out into paramount 
and subordinate, and the classification must apply to settled as 
much as to unsettled estates. The scheme of the Bill depends 
upon a few fundamental concepts. If these are clearly defined, 
its operative provisions can be relieved of superfluous matter, 
and the Bill itself made appreciably simpler. 

We must reserve for our next article the considerat‘on of the 
two points as to settlements mentioned above: the vesting of 
the proprietary estate in the tenant for life, and the appointment 
of Settled Land Act trustees ; and of the question how far these 
special provisions for settled estates are essential to the scheme 
of the Bill. It must be remembered that we already have in the 
Settled Land Acts a complicated system of statute law relating 
to settled land, a system which will remain complicated even 
after the changes proposed by Part T. of the Real Property Bill ; 
and the problem of adapting the system of the Conveyancing Bill 
to settled estates is very similar to the corresponding problem in 
the case of registration of title. It will obviously be a great 
advantage to make the process of adaptation as simple as 
possible. 

| To be continued |, 








Reviews. 


Railway Case Law, 


Prrman’s Rarway (Resates) Case Law. By G. B. Lissenpen. 
Pitman & Sons (Limited). 10s. 6d. 


The title of this book explains its contents. No doubt books of 
this nature will find a ready sale among those for whom they are 
intended. To compile such a work as this is not a very exacting 
labour. The last case was decided in 1911, and as far as we 
can discover there have been no subsequent reported cases 
ilirectly in point, although there have been some rebate cases 
reported on matters not within the scope of the book. We 
notice that there is no reference to the reports where the 
decisions can be found, and this, we think, is an omission which 
should be rectified in the second edition. The index is mostly a 
reproduction of the head notes to the cases, a system which prevents 
easy reference unless cross-references are given. For instance, 
Muntz’ Metal Co. v. London and North Western Railway should 
have been indexed under “undue preference” as well as ander 
‘siding rebates”! 








_ Following many complaints received from residents of Purley regard- 
ing the great noise of motor-cycles, the police summoned four riders 
at Croydon on Saturday for not having a “ silencer” attachment to 
their machines. These were the first cases of the kind at this court 
The Chairman (Sir Reuben Barrow) said he was glad steps were heing 
taken to suppress this nuisance. Each defendant was fined 5s., aud 
10s. 6d. costs, ‘ 





An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 


the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Arruour L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
VI. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, ante, p. 320.) 
(Continued from page 773.) 
(6) MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 


George Thompson and Company (Limited) v. Charles Pitt- 
Taylor (Bailhache, J., 18th April, 1913). 

Facrs.—A seaman met with a fatal accident, and his dependants 
made a claim for compensation. The employers referred the claim for 
settlement to the Shipping Federation, and an agreement, which was 
recorded in the county court, was arrived at to pay £177 10s. as settle- 
ment. The Shipping Federation sent a banker’s draft for this amount 
to the registrar, with a precipe in duplicate in the same form as 
Form 53 of the Appendix to the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, but 
signed by the Shipping Federation as agents for the employers instead 
of by the employers or their solicitors. The registrar refused to 
accept payment on the ground that rule 56a and Form 53 had not been 
complied with. Ultimately the widow issued execution, and the 
employers then paid the money into court as required by the registrar, 
and brought an action against him to recover the fee of the county 
court bailiff for issuing execution. 

Deciston.—The registrar was wrong; payment into court can be 
made by employers through agents other than their solicitors, and 
the precipe signed by such agents. (Case reported Soxrcrrors’ 
JournnaL, 3rd May, 1913, p. 479.) 


Woodcock v. London and North-Western Railway Company 
(Rowlatt, J., 30th May, 1913). 


Facrs.—A waggoner was injured in an accident and paid half 
wages by his employers, a colliery company. Besides this employment 
he had a small farm, and he brought an action for negligence against 
the defendants, claiming losses on his farming business, medical 
expenses, and balance of wages in his employment. The jury awarded 
£275 damages, £100 of which was for damage which he had suffered 
as a farmer. 

Dects1on.—The action was not maintainable. The right to recover 
damages was an indivisible right, and as the workman had recovered 
compensation from his employers he was debarred from recovering 
damages from the defendants, even in respect of his farming business. 
(Case reported Z. J. newspaper, 7th June, 1913, p. 344; ZL. 7. news- 
paper, 14th June, 1913, p. 162.) 


Nettleingham and Co. (Limited) v. Powell and Co. (C.A.: 
Vaughan Williams, Buckley and Hamilton, L.JJ., 4th 
and 5th June, 1913). 


Facrs.—A workman in the employ of the plaintiffs was injured by 
accident, and was awarded compensation. The plaintiffs then brought 
an action to recover indemnity from the defendants under sec. 6 of 
the Act. In’the arbitration proceedings they did not serve the 
defendants with a third party notice under rules 19 or 24 of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Rules, 1907. 

Dectston.—Affirming Phillimore, J. Absence of such notice did not 
debar the plaintiffs from bringing the action. Rules 19 and 24 had no 
application to an action in the High Court. (Case reported Soricrrors’ 
Journat, 14th June, 1913, p. 593; ZL. 7'. newspaper, 14th June, 1913, 
p. 159; Z. J. newspaper, 14th June, 1913, p. 358; W. N., 14th June, 
1913, p. 182; Times, 6th June, 1913.) 


Costello v. Kelsall Brothers and Beeching (Limited) (H.L.: 
Lord Loreburn, L.C., Lords Halsbury, Mersey and 
Parker, 13th June, 1913). 


Facrs.—The boatswain of a steam trawler received a fixed wage of 
£1 weekly, board and lodging, and a poundage on the net profits of 
the voyage. Having met with an accident he made a claim for com- 
pensation. 

Decrston.—(Lord Loreburn, L.C., dissenting.) He was within the 
exception contained in sec. 7 (2) of the Act, and was therefore not 
entitled to compensation. Decision of the Court of Appeal affirmed. 
(Case reported Soticrrors’ Journat, 21st June, 1913, p. 609; Z. 7. 
newspaper, 28th June, 1913, p. 212; Z. J. newspaper, 2lst June, 1913, 
p. 372; W. N., 21st June, 1913, p. 187; Times, 14th June, 1913.) 


Codling v. John Mowlem and Company (Limited) (Atkin, J., 
17th and 25th June, 1913). 


Facts.—A workman was killed by accident on 21st December, 1911; 
on 29th December a solicitor made a claim on behalf of the widow 
under Lord Campbell’s Act, and on 14th February, 1912, under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. On 21st February the employers paid 
£300 into court under the latter Act, naming the widow as one of the 
dependants. On 27th February the next friend of the six children 
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applied for an order for the division of the Pacey | among the children, 
naming the widow as a dependant, but stating that she did not claim 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. An order was made pro- 
viding for payments to the widow or behalf of the children. She 
appeared at the hearing and renounced her right to the £300. A 
writ ———s damages on behalf of the widow was issued on 8th 
March. 

Deciston.—The action was not maintainable, —s barred by sec. 1 
(2) (b) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. (Case reported 
L. 7. newspaper, 12th July, 1913, p. 265.) 


Potts or Young (pauper) v. Niddrie and Benhar Coal Com- 
pany (Limited) (H.L.: Lord Haldane, L.C., Lords 
Shaw, De Villiers and Moulton, 17th June and Ist July, 
1913). 


Facrs.—In April, 1911, a miner met with an accident, which led to 
his death, and a claim was made by his wife and children. He had 
deserted them in March, 1907, but during the following two years 
gave small sums to his wife and two pupil children. In June, 1909, 
in response to a demand by a solicitor, he promised to pay aliment, 
but did not do so. Legal proceedings were then taken, which resulted 
in the wife being given the custody of the pupil children and decerni- 
ture against her husband for the payment of £15 12s. per annum for 
each of the children. On the 23rd September, 1909, she arrested 17s. 
in the hands of his employers. He then left his employment and suc- 
cessfully concealed his whereabouts from his family until the accident, 
when he sent for his eldest son, but died before he could reach him. 
The sheriff-substitute awarded compensation, but the judges of the 
Second Division of the Court of Session set it aside, holding that the 
children were neither wholly nor partially dependent. 

Dects1on.—The question was one of fact, and there was evidence to 
support the finding of the sheriff-substitute. (Case reported 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 19th July, 1913, p. 685; Z. J. newspaper, 5th 
July, 1913, p. 404; W. N., Sth July, 1913, p. 206; Times, 2nd July, 
1913; Z. 7. newspaper, 12th July, 1913, p. 261. 


Carey v. Humphries (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Kennedy 
and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 3rd July, 1913). 


Facrs.—A girl of fourteen years of age, employed in_ bottling 
aerated waters was injured in the hand and arm by the bursting of a 
bottle. By regulations under the Factory and Workshops Acts, 1891 
and 1895, all bottlers were required to wear gauntlets. The judge 
found that this rule had been brought to the girl’s notice, and that 
the employer was strict in enforcing it, but that the forewoman, whose 
duty it was to enforce the rule, was lax in doing so. He, therefore, 
held that the defence of serious and wilful misconduct, which the 
employer set up, _was not available to him, and awarded compensation. 

Deciston.—This was a finding that the injury was not attributable 
to the serious and wilful misconduct of the girl, and the court ought 
not to interfere with the award. (From note taken in vourt. Case 
reported Soticrrors’ Journat, 2nd August, 1913, p. 716; W. N., 
12th July, 1913, p. 221; Times, 4th July, 1913.) 


The Tyne Tees Shipping Company (Limited) v. Whitlock 
(C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen 
Eady, L.JJ., 8th July, 1913). 


Facrs.—A workman was injured and paid compensation under a 
memorandum of me. Later the employers had the workman 
medically examined, and the doctor reported that he had recovered. 
They then filed an application under Schedule I. (16) for a review of 
the weekly payments, using Form 5 of Appendix B. The county court 
judge held that he had no jurisdiction, as no question or dispute had 
arisen between the parties. 

Dscision.—The judge was wrong. A recorded agreement was on 
the same footing as an award, and it was inherent in the award that 
either pairty had liberty to apply to vary it. The rules confirmed this. 
Form 5 made no provision for stating the question which had arisen, 
and, if the judge were right, would be ultra vires. (From note taken 
in court. Case reported Soricrrors’ Journat, 2nd August, 1913, 
p. 716; Z. J. newspaper, 19th July, 1913, p. 436; W. N., 26th July, 
1913, p. 237; L. J. newspaper, 26th July, 1913, p. 318.) 


Howarth v. Andrew Knowles & Sons (Limited) (C.A.: 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Kennedy, 
L.JJ., 9th and 10th July, 1913). 


Facrs.—In 1898 a scheme was certified for contracting out of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. On the 27th June, 1901, Howarth 
signed on the scheme, and on the 2nd November, 1901, met with an 
accident, causing incapacity, which still continued. On the 3lst 
December, 1903, the scheme expired by effluxion of time, and a new 
scheme, es the funds subject to the original scheme, was 
certified. Howarth did not become a member of this scheme. On the 
Ist January, 1907, this scheme, not having been recertified under 
section 15 of the Act of 1906, became ipso ae revoked. Howarth 
was paid 12s. — until the 7th November, 1912, when all funds 
_— seo wy Nao scye He then claimed compensation 
from the employers, but the county court judge held 
jurisdiction to hear the application. mee spain 





Dectston.—The judge was right. Howarth had elected to give up 
his right against his employers. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soticrrors’ JouRNaL, 9th August, 1913, p. 728; L. J. news- 
paper, 26th July, 1913, p. 456; W. N., 26th July, 1913, p. 237; T'imes, 


llth July, 1913; Z. 7’. newspaper, 19th July, 1913, p. 292.) 


Buls v. Owners of Ship “‘ Teutonic’’ (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 11th July, 
1913). 


Facts.—A fireman met with an accident on board ship on 18th 
December, 1912, but was not prevented from working until after he 
was paid off and discharged on 21st December. On his discharge he 
signed the usual release under section 136 of the Merchants Shipping 
Act, 1894, from ‘‘all claims for wages in respect of the past voyage 
or engagement.” He ultimately claimed compensation, when the 
employers contended that his claim was barred by this release, inas- 
much as he had not excepted it from the release under section 60 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906. The county court judge awarded 
the fireman compensation. 

Decis1on.—The judge was right. The release had reference only to 
the rights and duties arising from the seaman’s contract, and had no 
relation to a claim under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. (From 
note taken in court. Case reported L. J. newspaper, 26th July, 1913, 
p. 456; W. N., 26th July, 1913, p. 238; Z'imes, 12th July, 1913; L. 7’. 
newspaper, 26th July, 1913, p. 520.) 


Birks v. The Stafford Coal and Iron Company (Limited) 
(C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen 
Eady, L.JJ., 11th July, 1913). 


Facts.—On the 1st September, 1911, a miner left the colliery where 
he was employed owing to its closing down, and was in hospital suffer- 
ing from colitis, which is not an industrial disease. On recovery from 
this he found he was suffering from nystagmus, and consulted the 
certifying surgeon on the 27th November, 1912, who gave him a 
certificate, dated the 10th December, 1912, under section 8 (1) (i) of 
the Act, which did not state any date for the commencement of the 
disablement. Under section 8 (4) the date of the certificate became 
the date of disablement. The miner appealed to a medical referee as 
from a refusal to give a certificate of disablement, and the referee 
allowed the appeal, and fixed the 1st September, 1911, as the date of 
disablement. The miner then applied for, and was awarded, com- 
pensation from November, 1911. On appeal it was argued that there 
having been no refusal to grant a certificate there was no right of 
appeal to the medical referee. 

Dectston.—The miner was “‘ aggrieved’ by the giving of a worth- 
less certificate, so there was a right of appeal under section 8 (1) (iii.) 
(f), and (4). (From note taken in ‘court. Case reported Soicirors’ 
JournaL, 9th August, 1913, p. 729; L. J. newspaper, 26th July, 1913, 
p. 456; W. N., 26th July, 1913, p. 238; Z. 7’. newspaper, 19th July, 
1913, p. 292.) 


Green v. Cammell Laird & Co. (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 14th and 21st July, 
1913). , 


Facts.—A riveter lost the sight of his right eye by accident; he 
was paid compensation for some time, and then, as he refused light 
work which the employers offered him, it was stopped. An arbitration 
took place, and the county court judge held that the workman was fit 
to do light work, and declined to award compensation, or even make a 
suspensory award. The workman then returned to do the light work, 
but was sent away by the employers after a few days. Failing to get 
work elsewhere, he filed a second request for arbitration, but the judge 
held that the matter was res judicata. 

Decrston.—The judge was right, and no further award could now 
be made. (From note taken in court. Case reported L. J. newspaper, 
9h August, 1913, p. 482; W. N., 2nd August, 1913, p. 259; Z'imes, 
22nd July, 1913; LZ. 7’. newspaper, 26th July, 1913, p. 519.) 


Godwin (pauper) v. Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 
(H.L.: Lords Loreburn, Shaw, Mersey and Parker, Ist 
August, 1913). 


Facrs.—A bricklayer, employed by the respondents, met with ar 
accident in 1908, which resulted in his being returned as unfit for 
service. Compensation was offered him, but he applied to the county 
court to settle the amount. He had agreed to be bound by a scheme 
of compensation, which had been certified by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies under the Act of 1897, and re-certified by him under the Act 
of 1906. Prior to the re-certification there had been no ballot of 
workmen in the respondents’ employment. The county court judge 
held that he had no jurisdiction, and his decision was upheld in the 
Court of Appeal by a majority. 

Dectston.—The judge was right. A ballot of workmen was not 
essential before such re-certification, and the effect of the scheme was 
to oust the jurisdiction of the county court. (Case reported W. N., 
16th August, 1913, p. 267; Times, 2nd August, 1913; L. 7. newspaper, 
Oth Anevat, 1913, p. 369.) 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


WIMBLE v. ROSENBERG. No. 2. 30th July. 


Sate or Goops—F.0.B.—Suipment sy Setten—No Norice or SHIPMENT 
Given To Buyer—Save or Goops Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 71), 
8. 32 (3). 

Section 32 (3) of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, which provides that 
** unless otherwise agreed, where goods are sent by a route involving sea 
transit, under circumstances in which it is usual to insure, the seller 
must give such notice to the buyer as may enable him to insure them 
during their sea transit, and, if the seller fails to do so, the goods shall 
be deemed to be at his risk during such sea transit’’ has no application 
to the sale of goods on f.o.b. terms. 

So held (Vaughan Williams. L.J., dissentiente) affirming decision of 
Bailheshe, J. (57 Sonicrrors’ Journat 392; 1913, 1 K. B., 279, 18 Com. 

as. 65). 


By a contract evidenced by a bought note dated the 27th of January, 
1912, the defendants bought 200 bags ofrice, fo.b. The rice was to 
be shipped as regards the buyers within three months, as required, 
customary conditions, cash against bills of lading or receipts in London. 
On the same day the plaintiffs sent a sold note in similar terms to Mr. 
de Winter at Antwerp, who was the seller of the rice. The defend- 
ants gave the plaintiffs written instructions, which they received on the 
9th of August, 1912, to ship the rice to Odessa, and to pay freight on 
their account not exceeding 12s. 6d. a ton. The rice was shipped at 
Antwerp on s.s. Egyptian to Odessa on the 24th of August. 1912. The 
vessel sailed the next day, and stranded on the early morning of the 
26th, becoming a total loss. Notice of the loss was posted at Lloyd’s 
in the afternoon of the same day. The bills of lading, dated the 25th 
of August, and the invoices, were not posted by Mr. de Winter to the 
plaintiffs till the 28th of August. The bills of lading provided that 
the freight was payable, goods lost or not lost. Plaintiffs at once paid 
the foreign seller the amount of the invoice, with other accounts. On 
the 29th of August they tendered the documents to the defendants, who 
immediately tried to insure the goods, but found it was impossible. The 
defendants accordingly declined to take up the documents, alleging 
that the rice was at the shippers’ risk until the buyer had been notified 
of the ship and given an opportunity of insuring. No notice of the 
ship had, in fact, been given to the defendants. The plaintiffs there- 
upon brought the present action claiming £258 15s. 9d., the price of the 
rice, and £12 19s. 6d. freight thereon, alleging that by the contract 
and by the custom of the trade they were liable to pay, and they, in 
fact, had paid the foreign seller the price of the rice, and had paid on 
the defendants’ instruction the freight. Among other defences the 
defendants relied upon the terms of section 32 (3) of the Goods of Sale 
Act. Bailhache, J., held that the contract in question was an ordinary 
f.o.b. contract of sale, and that sub-section 3 did not apply to such a 
contract, and gave judgment for the amount claimed. The defendants 
appealed, and contended that as the sub-section obviously could not 
apply to the c.i.f. contracts the intention of the Legislature must have 
been to make it apply to the other great class of contracts of sale— 
namely, f.o.b. contracts. Their lordships reserved judgment. 

Tue Court (Buckrey and Hamitton, L.JJ.—VavucHan WItttams, 
L.J., dissenting) held that f.o.b. contracts were outside the section, and 
dismissed the appeal with costs. 

Hamitton, L.J., in the course of his judgment, pointed out that it 
was always open to a buyer of goods under a f.o.b. contract to insure 
them in an open form of insurance without receiving notice of or having 
to declare the name of the ship which was to perform the sea transit.— 
Counset, for the appellants, George Wallace, K.C., A. H. Chaytor, 
and A. Cross; for the respondents, D. C. Leck, K.C., and T. Mathew 
Sonicrrors, Coward & Hawksley, Sons, &: Chance; Waltons & Co. 

[Reported by Esmsxins Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ASIATIC PETROLEUM CO, (LIM.) «. LENNARD’S CARRYING 
CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 30th July. 


Snrp—Carco—Loss sy Frre—Unseaworruiness or Sxrp—Lrasriity, 
Favtt orn Priviry or OwneRs—MeRCHANT Suiprtne Act, 1894 (57 
& 58 Vicr. c. 60), s. 502 
A cargo of benzine, carried on hoard a ship, was destroyed by fire, 

the cause of loss being the stranding of the ship occasioned by the un- 

seaworthiness of her boilers and her consequent inability to keep up 
steam. 

Held (dissentiente, Vaughan Williams, L.J.), that the shipowners 
were not entitled to the protection of section 502 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, as the loss had not happened without their ‘‘ actual 
fault or privity.” 

Decision of Bray, J. (57, Soticrrors’ Journat, 79; 18 Com. Cas. 23), 
affirmed. 

Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of Bray, J. The action 
was brought to recover damages estimated at between £14,000 and 
£16,000 for the loss of a cargo of benzine which was shipped on board 
the defendante’ steamship Edward Dawson at Novo Roassiisk, on the 
Black Sea for delivery at Rotterdam. The vessel during bad weather 
stranded on a bank off Flushing, where she took fire and was destroyed. 
It was alleged by the plaintiff company that it was by reason of her 
defective boilers, and the consequent inability to keep up adequate 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.O. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock .., eco ove ove om -. £400,000 
Debenture Stock eee eee ose cee ... £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

_ G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 





steam, that the vessel stranded, and that the fire was subsequent upon 
the stranding. The defendant company, on the other hand, contended 
that the immediate cause of the loss of the cargo was the fire, and relied 
upon section 502 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, which provides 
that the owner of a British seagoing ship shall not be liable to make 
good any loss or damage happening without his actual fault or privity, 
‘where any goods, merchandise, or other things whatsoever taken in 
or put on board the ship are lost or damaged by reason of fire on 
board the ship.’’ Bray, J., held on the evidence that the vessel was 
unseawoithy when-she left Novo Rossiisk by reason of the defects in 
her boilers : that the stranding was caused by want of steam in con- 
sequence of the unseaworthy condition of her boilers : and that the fire 
was caused by the stranding. With regard to section 502 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, he held on the facts that the shipowners were 
not entitled to the protection of that section, inasmuch as it could not 
be said that the loss had happened without their ‘‘ actual fault or 
privity.”” Accordingly, he gave judgment for the plaintifie. The 
defendants appealed. At the close of the arguments judgment was 
reserved. 

VaucHan Wuttas, L.J., said that the ‘‘ fault or privity” of the 
owner referred to in section 502 must relate directly to the voyage on 
which the loss by fire occurred. Here, if the captain had done his 
duty, the voyage in question would not have been commenced until the 
ship by repairs had been put in a proper condition. A fire which 
resulted from the act of the captain was not the fault or —* of the 
shipowners, so as to deprive them of the exemption from liability 
afforded by section 502. Moreover, he thought that the act of omission 
imputed to the shipowners was too remote to be recognized as the cause 
of the loss. Accordingly, in his judgment the appeal should be 
allowed. 

Bucktey, L.J., said he agreed with the findings of Bray, J., and in 
his opinion the appeal failed. The plaintiffs sued for breach of contract 
and breach of duty in and about the carriage of a cargo of benzine 
from Novo Rossiisk to Rotterdam. Their claim was for damages for 
non-delivery of the goods. The goods had been totally lost. The 
defendants pleaded by way of defence two separate matters—the first, 
that they were relieved from liability by section 502 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, and the second, that the loss was due to perils 
excepted. by the contract of carriage. The learned judge decided the 
case, and this court had heard the appeal, upon the first only of these 
grounds of defence. Before going to the facts of the case, he would 
state what, in his view, was the effect of section 502 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894. If the loss of the goods by fire happened without 
the owner’s actual fault or privity, he was free from liability even if 
his ship was unseaworthy. The benefit of the section extended to 
British seagoing ships generally, and was not confined to seaworthy 
British seagoing ships. That was the decision of this court in Virginia 
Carolina Chemical Co. v. Norfolk, &c., Steam Shipping Co. (1912, 
1 K. B. 229)! But if the unseaworthiness iteelf was not without the 
actual fault or privity of the owner, and if the fire was occasioned by 
the unseaworthiness, the owner was, in his judgment, not relieved by 
the section from liability. The loss in that case had not happened 
without the owner’s actual fault or privity, it had happened with his 
actual fault or privity, for the causa causans of the loss was the un- 
seaworthiness which occasioned the fire which destroyed the goods. The 
words ‘‘actual fault or privity,’’ in his judgment, inferred something 
personal to the owner, something blameworthy in him as distinguished 
from constructive fault or privity, such as the fault or privity of his 
servants or agents. But the words “actual fault’”’ were not confined 
to affirmative or positive acts by way of fault. If the owner were 
guilty of an act of omission to do something which he ought to have 
done, he was no less guilty of an ‘actual fault’”’ than if the act had 
been one of commission. To avail himself of the statutory defence, he 
must shew that he himself was not blameworthy for having either done 
or omitted to do something or been privy to something. It was not 
necessary to shew knowledge. If he had means of knowledge which 
he ought to have used, and did not avail himself of them, his omission 
so to do might be a fault, and, if so, it was an actual fault and he 
could not claim the protection of the section. His lordship then 
referred to the facts of the case, and came to the conclusion that the 
cargo was lost by a fire which would not have taken down had the vessel 
been seaworthy for the conveyance of this cargo. Under those circum- 
stances the statute was, in his opinion, no defence unless the defendants 
shewed that the unseaworthiness which was the cause of the fire was 
without their actual fault or privity. It remained to decide whether 
the unseaworthiness existed without the actual fault or privity of the 
defendants. Applying the principles which he first stated as regards 
that which, in tis opinion, was the true construction of the section, it 
seemed to him that the m ing owners had affirmatively to a very 
large extent knowledge, and that, if they had called upon the master 
to report as he was bound, to report, they would have had actual know- 
ledge of the state of the boilers. So far as they did not know, their 
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absence of knowledge was due to their default to avail themselves of 


their means of knowledge. This was, he thought, an actual fault, and 
was the actual fault of the owners by Mr. tomeed, their managing 
owner. It followed that, even if the loss of the cargo was to be 
attributed not to the stranding but to the fire which followed upon the 
stranding, the defendants were not entitled to the relief from liability 
given by section 502 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. For these 
reasons he was of opinion that the judgment under appeal wae right, 
and that this appeal must be dismissed, with costs. 

Hamitton, L.J., also gave judgment in favour of dismissing the 
appeal. The unseaworthiness of the vessel, which led first to the 
stranding of the ship and then to the fire, did not occur without the 
actual fault or privity of the owners. 
into proper repair the defendants acted with carelessness or economy, 
or both, either of which, in the circumstances, was equally reprehensible. 
By a majority the appeal was dismissed, with costs.—CovNnsEL, for the 
appellants, Sankey, K.C., and Adair Roche, K.C.; for the respondents, 
Atkin, K.C. (now Atkin, J.), Maurice Hill, K.C., and Mackinnon. 
Soxicrtors, Downing, Handcock d: Co., for Bolven, Middleton, d& Co., 
Sunderland ; Parker, Garrett, & Co. 

[Reported by ERSKINE REID, Barrister-at-Law.] 








High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re ATTKINS. LIFE v. ATTKINS. Eve, J. llth and 26th July. 
MERGER—DevisE To Wipow ror LireE—REMAINDER TO Son—Execu 


1889, there was in my opinion a merger at law. It was argued that 
inasmuch as the executory gift over of the fee took effect before the 
determination of the life interest there could not in fact be any merger, 
but I do not think there is any substance in that contention. If it 
were sound it would involve this proposition that in all cases where 
the freehold reversion is subject to an executory gift over the ques- 
tion whether or not a conveyance of the life interest to the reversioner 


| effects a merger at law must remain an open question until it has been 


In failing to put the boilers | 


| are 


| which I 


ascertained whether (if the executory gift over takes effect at all) it 
takes effect before or after the life interest has determined. I do not 
think there is any authority to support such a proposition. There being 
therefore a merger at law, the only question that remains is whether 
there is a merger in equity. There is nothing in the form of the trans- 
action to indicate any intention to avoid this result, nor, in my opinion, 
there any circumstances attending the transaction from 
ought to presume such an_ intention. The grantee 
must be taken to have known that the contingency of his death in the 


| lifetime of the tenant for life was a possible, if a remote contingency, 


and as he has elected with this knowledge to complete the transaction 


| without adopting any expedient to prevent merger and without any 
| declaration of an intention to preserve the life estate, I think T should 


be quite wrong in raising a presumption that he had any intention 
other than that evidenced by his conduct. . Accordingly, I hold that 
there was a merger by operation of law and in equity, and that the 
contention of the respondents. the trustees of the will of George 
Attkins must prevail. The costs of all parties will be taxed, and if 


| they agree as between solicitor and client and paid out of the capital 


tory Girt Over on Deato or SoN—CoNVEYANCE OF Lire INTEREST | 


To Son—Deatu or Son 1n Liretime oF MOTHER. 


A testator devised a farm to his widow for life, with remainder to 
his son in fee, with an executory gift over in case the son died un 
married in the lifetime of his mother. Subsequently the widow con- 
veyed her life interest to her son, who afterwards died unmarried in the 
lifetime of his mother. 

Held, that the fact that the executory gift over took effect before the 
determination of the life interest did not prevent a merger, and that 
there had been a merger both at law and in equity. 


This was an adjourned summons taken out to have it determined 
whether a life estate had become merged in the reversion. By his will 
Charles Attkins devised a farm to his widow for life with remainder 
to the use of her son Charles Beresford Attkins in fee, with an execu 
tory gift over to George Attkins in the event of the death unmarried 
of C. B. Attkins in the lifetime of his mother. Subsequently the widow 
in consideration of the sum of 10s. and of her natural love and affection 
for her said son conveyed the farm unto and to the use of her said sor 
for all the remainder of her life. The said C. B. Attkins died un 
married in July, 1912, and his mother was still alive. The question 
raised by the summons was whether the life interest of the widow had 
merged in the freehold reversion which was vested in the persens claim- 
ing under George Attkins, who was also dead. 

Eve, J.—At the date of the conveyance hereinafter mentioned Yew 
Tree Farm stood limited under the will of the late Charles Attkins to 
the use of his widow, Elizabeth Attkins, for life, with remainder to the 
use of her son Charles Beresford Attkins in fee, with an executory gift 
over to George Attkins in the event of the death unmarried of C. B. 
Attkins in the lifetime of Elizabeth Attkins. By an indenture dated 
the 9th of December, 1889, Elizabeth Attkins, in consideration of the 
sum of 10s., and of her natural love and affection for her said son, 
conveyed Yew Tree Farm unto and to the use of her said son for all 
the remainder of her life. Charles Beresford Attkins died unmarried 
on the 22nd of July, 1912. Elizabeth Attkins is stiil alive, and the 
question I have to decide is whether her life interest merged in the 
freehold reversion now vested in the persons claiming under George 
Attkins, who is also dead, or whether there being no merger the life 
interest belongs to the legal personal representative of Charles Beres- 


| hetween party and party.—Covuwnsrr, 


| Company. 


ford Attkins. On the execution of the deed of the 9th of December, | 





monies representing proceeds of sale of the Yew Tree Farm, and if 
they do not agree, then the costs of the trustees alone will be taxed 
“between and client, and those of the respondents as 
7. Clarkson be BR. Ww. Rather: 
Tomlin. Sortcrrors, Presten &: Smith, Manchester; Grundy, Kershaw, 
Samson, & Co., for Howard, Cant, & Cheatle, Birmingham. 

[Reported by S. E. Wiit1aMs, Barrister-at-Law._ 


as solicitor 





Obituary. 
Mr. H. Plews. 

Mr. Harry Plews, solicitor, and clerk to the city magistrates of Wake- 
field, died on Saturday at the age of fifty-six. He settled at Wakefield 
in 1878, and became clerk to the then Wakefield School Board. He 
vas appointed to act as solicitor at Wakefield for the Aire and Calder 
Navigation Company, and also the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company, and he became chairman of the Yorkshire Railway Waggon 
Heart trouble, from which he had suffered for some time, 
was the cause of his death. 





Legal News. 


Appointment. 


The appointment of Mr. Hersert Austin to be Clerk of the Central 
Criminal Court, in succession to Mr. Henry Kemp Avory, solicitor, who 
has retired under the age clause,*was this week signed by the Lord 
Mayor and the Recorder. Mr. Austin, who was called to the Bar at 
Gray’s Inn on 23rd June, 1909, has been for many years an officer of 
the court and for some time past has occupied the position of deputy 
clerk. Mr. Henry Kemp Avory, whose approaching retirement was 
announced in the 7'imes in the spring, is a brother of Mr. Justice 
Avory. His father, the late Mr. Henry Avony, for many years held 
the office of clerk of the court, in which he was succeeded in 1881 by 
Mr. Edward James Read. On the latter’s death in 1891 Mr. H. K. 
Avory, who had become an officer of the court in May, 1881, was 
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appointed to the clerkship. Mr. Avory’s retirement will be greatly 
regretted by all connected with the court, where his knowledge of law 
and practice enabled him to render valuable assistance in the adminis- 
tration of justice.—Mr. Austin has appointed Mr. Forrest Fulton, 
the eldest son of the Recorder, deputy clerk of the court. Mr. Fulton 
was called to the Bar on 26th January, 1899, and is a member of the 
South-Eastern Circuit and has practised at the Central Criminal Court. 
A younger eon of the Recorder is also an officer of the court. 





Changes of Partnership. 


Dissolutions. 


WILLIAM WaRNeEFoRD CrESSWELL and Samvert Wickrns, solicitors 
(Cresswell, Wickins, & Co.), 9, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, in the 
county of London. July 14. 


Grorce Wate and Grorce Lestre Wares, solicitors (Whale & 
Wates), 107, Cannon-etreet, in the City of London, and at Bank 
Chambers, William-street, Woolwich, in the county of London. 
Aug. 31. The said George Leslie Wates will continue the said business 
under the present style or firm of Whale & Wates. 

[Gazette, Sept. 5. 


General. 


The following letter has appeared in the Morning Post :—Sir,—Com- 
plaints are being received from many quarters as to the imposition of 
undeveloped land duty; one year’s tax and three years’ arrears from 
1909 being claimed from owners of building plots, even when they have 
only purchased and actually built oh the land during the last year. The 
revenue authorities in such cases contend that the unfortunate pur- 
chaser is the ‘‘ owner of the land for the time being,’ and is, there- 
fore, legally liable for the duty, although he did not own the land when 
the tax accrued. In many instances the purchaser is now called upon 
to pay four years’ taxes on land which may have been his for only 
as many weeks, and possibly because the original owner failed to appeal 
againet the assessments and claim exemption under sections 16 and 17 
of the Finance Act, 1909-10. It is quite possible that under an Act so 
grotesque this method of demanding a tax from a person who, in 
equity, is no more responsible than you or I may be legally correct, 
although there is some doubt even on this point; Sut whether 
** legally ’’ demanded or not, it retains a great injustice. The Land 
Union has dealt with many cases where such claims have been made, 
and investigation has proved the land to be exempt from undeveloped 
land duty owing to expenditure on road-making, &c. If victims of this 
imposition will communicate with me by letter I shall be very pleased 
to give them any information which may be of value in contesting 
unjust claims.—Yours, &c., C. H. Kenderdine, secretary, The Land 
Union, St. Stephen’s House, Westminster. 


An audacious robbery took place on Saturday evening at the sub-post 
office in Bishop’s-road, Victoria Park, whereby the thief secured about 
forty pounds in cash. During the early part of Saturday evening a 
man, apparently about twenty years of age, called at the post office 
and asked the postmistress to be prepared later in the evening to cash 
postal orders to the value of about £40. The man returned later on 
a bicycle, and when the postmistress was preparing to hand the money 
over in exchange for the orders he threw a quantity of pepper into her 
face, snatched the bag containing the money, and got clear away on his 
bicycle. No time was lost in informing the police, but as yet no arrest 
has been made. The postmistress’s eyesight has not been damaged.— 
Morning Post. 








The Guarantee Society, which in the past has confined its operations 
to granting fidelity guarantees, is now bidding for fire insurance business 
and has issued an attractive prospectus. The society is making a 
feature of bonus policies for certain classes of risks, under which 
insurances that have been without claim are renewed free of cost for 
twelve months after the sixth annual payment. The Guarantee Society 
is to be an independent office, and it starts on its new career financially 
strong and very favourably known for the business in which it has 
hitherto specialised. 








Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free i t of d 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lirm- Assurance Co. (Lautan). .oo 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. "Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
8. ber 18.—Mesars, H. E. Fosrze & 0 : 
and Policy (see advertisement, back page, awe.” ahsinee Ped mc maere 


October 8.—Mesars. Epwiw Fox, Bousrtxp, Buawerrs & Mart, 
2: Freebold Ground Rents (see advertisoment, back page, ate. week’ — - 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK OCOMPANIES. 
Locrep rw Omawozer. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Sept. 5. 


Kooron1a, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 6, to send their names and 
addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Edmund Chaplin Baldwin, 
North st, Brighton, liquidator. 

PHOENIX BUILDERS’ SUPPLY, LTD.—Creditors are required forthwith, to send their 
names and add and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Chas. Stevens, 
Friar st, Reading, liquidator. 

Sm SynpicaTEe, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles Percival Maw, Salisbury House, London Wall, liquidator. 

ST. HELENS AND DISTRICT MUTUAL PLATE GLASS INSURANCE Socrsty, Ltp.—Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept 20, to send in their names and addresses and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to William Lanagan Stannard, Hardshaw st, 
St. Helens, liquidator, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Sept 9. 


Crown Hore. (PRESTON) Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter 
R. Rawlinson, King’s House, King st, liquidator. 

D>NCASTER ROLLER SKATING RINK Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, 
tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Robert Kinnear, Station rd, D ter, liquidator. 

FORMOSA SUGAR AND DEVELOPMENT Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to J. E. D. Parker, Harrington st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

LEI GARD & MAKING, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) —Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 23, to send their names. and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to James Herbert Haley, Market st, Bradford, liquidator. 
Salthouee, Bridge st, Bradford, solor for the liquidator. 

LEEDS MUTUAL SUPPLY SocrETy, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 4, to 
serd their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to J. 
Dobson Good, Bedford st, Leeds, liquidator. 

S$. & F. ASPINALL, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joe Norman 
Lister, Silver st, Halifax, liquidator. 





—_———— 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Sept. 5. 


GLoBE Cars, LTD. 

CAR AGENCY, LTD. 

BEDLINGTON Gas Liont Co, LTD. 

ABERNANT GLYNNEATH BUILDING Co, LTD. 

NENO PLANTING Co, LTD. 

WITTON PARK (BLACKBURN) ROLUER SKATING Co, LTD. 
SPANISH KING MINING Co. LD. 

Crown HOTEL (RESTON), LTD. 

N. Z. FounpEers' TRusT, LTD. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 9. 


STocKHOW HALL IRON ORE Co, Lrp. 
LIVERPOOL CONTINENTAL HOTEL Co, LTD. 
ANTIQUITIES AND ART TREASURES, LTD, 
EXPERT REPRODUCTIONS, LTD. 

BRITISH AUSTRALIAN OIL CO, LTD. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day ov Cram. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Sept. 5. 


ANDREW, ALFRED ANDREW, MA, Sawbridgeworth, Barrister at law Oct 6 Cooper & 
Co, Chancery In 

APPLETON, WALTER PEWTRESS, St John st, Clerkenwell, Wholesale Stationer Oct 15 
Piesse & Son, Old Jewry chmbrs 

ARMITAGE, STEPHEN, St Leonards onSea Oct 14 Carless & Harding, St Leonards on 
Sea 


ASHTON, CELIA, Pemberton, Lancs Sept 30 Rowbottom & Milligan, Wigan 

BAINBRIDGE, ISABELLA JANE, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 13 Maughan & Hall, 
Newcastle upon Tyne d 

BALLARD, RICHARD, Clifford's inn, Solicitor Oct6 Ballard, Clifford’s inn 

BARRELL, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Biundelisands, Lancs, Solicit Sept 30 Barrell & Co, 


Liverpool 
BAYLEY, FRANCIS SOUPER, Bournemouth, Solicitor Oct 15 Guillaume & Sons, Salis- 


bury sq 

BETTS, LAURA JANE, St Albans, Herts Oct 3 Cooper & Co, Portman st, Portman sq 

BOWDEN, EvizA, Clifton, Bris Oct 6 Sturge, Bristol 

CHEADLE, JAMES, Weaste, Salford, Butcher Sept 30 Chorlton, Manchester 

COLLICK, ADELA GALEANI, Hastinzs Oct 6 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall st 

CORRIR, CHARLOTTE ANNE, Oswestry Oct 20 Frere & Co, Lincoln's Inn fields 

DARBY, AMBROSE, Chelmsford, Baker Oct 10 Dixon, Chelmsford 

DAVies, JOHN FRANCIS, Aberdovey Oct 6 Gillart, Machynlleth 

DAY, Lovisa, Surbiton Oct 20 Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham 

DONABY, ELIZABETH JANE, Revesby Fen, Lincs Oct 20 Clitherow & Son, Horncastle 

DUDMAN, JOHN, Green Dragon In, Winchmore Hill Oct 12 Winterbotham & Miall, 
Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

Grierson, EDWARD, Ashton under Lyne Sept16 Bromleyf& Hyde, Ashton under 
L 


yne 
HAIGH, JoHN, Huddersfield, Architect Oct 31 Haigh, Leeds 
HOoPLE, THOMAS EDWARD, West Ealing Sept 2) Jones, Ealing 
INGLE, MARGARET, Dewsbury Sept 23 Peace, Dewsbury 
JONES, SARAH ANN, Lower Pontnewydd, Monmouth Oct14 Jones, Cardiff 
Lewis, Morgan, Cloggey Colva, Radnor, Farmer Oct7 Temple & Philpin, Kington 
He 


ref re 
Lucas, EDGAR THOMAS, Ashbourne, Derby Oct 6 Hand & Co, Stafford 
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“om onan. _Chectinam, Manchester Oct 21 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Sein: ms tmun dieeee 
Papo Sata, bal Nor yy . — & Holliday, North Shields 
SONNENSOEIN, ADOLY, Gorat rd, Wandsworth Common Oct 8 "Wadeson & Malleson, 


Warens, Guanine Wane Charters Towers, Queensland, Australia Dec 15 
Wipes, Paanom’ Eanes, Oxford ter, Hyde — Oct 15 aed & Co, Nicholas 
waneth: Ansan Perasss Hill, Sette Oct 1 Willett, Chancery 1 - 

Woopkoor, ALFRED, Twickenham, Middix, Merchant Sept 3u Reed & Reed, Basing- 


hall st 
WOOLLOoT?, JAMES, Carshalton Sept 20 Wilkinson & Son, Bermondsey st 


London Gazette—TuEsDAz, Sept 9. 


ANDERSON, ELLEN, South Shields Nov 1 Newlanis & Newlands, South Shields 

ASHWORTH, Lieut Col PEROIVAL RE, Junior United Service Clu ’ Oc 
Gusostte & Co, ae eran Service Club, St James’ Oct 11 

BARLOW, ELLEN, Flixton, Lancs Sept 29 Heathcote & Webb, Manchester 

BEADNELL, MONTGOMERY POLHILL, Campden grove, Kensington, Oct 13 Plaskitt & 
Co, Copthall av 

BgOK, EpWARD, Isleworth Oct 6 Ellis & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 

BETTS, LAURA JANE, St Albans Oct 3 Cooper & Co, Portman st, Portman sq 

CHAPMAN, GEORGE, Leeds Sept 30 Exley, Park row, Leeds 

CHARLEY, FRANK, Sparkbrook, Birmingham Oct 11 Huggins, Birmingham 


FisHer, JOHN, Low Fell, Gateshead Oct 18 Young, South Shields 

FISHER, PHa&BE#, Low Feil, Gateshead Oct 18 Young, South Shields 

—— —_—e Trocdyhiw, Merthyr Tydfil Sept 27 Smith & Daniel, Merthyr 
Tydfil 


HaRTLkY, JAMES, sen, Burnt Moore End, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Yeoman Oct 13 Cook 
& Co, Blackburn 

HARTLEY, JAMES, jun, Blackburn Oct 13 Cook & C», Blackburn 

Heaps, = JAMES, Stanstead rd, Forest Hill Oct 18 Bayley & Co, Tower 
bridge r 

HENDERSON, STANLEY JOHN CRUICKSHANK, Roade, Northampton Oct6 Williams & 

~ Kingston, Northampton 

Hope@son, JOHN NICHOLSON, Higher Broughton, Salford, Clerk Oct 4 Lancashire & Co, 
Manchester 

MARTIN, MARY GLASSFORD, Gorton, Manchester Oct 14 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

MCKITRICK, AMELIA ESKRICK, Huddersfield Oct 21 Brook, Huddersfeid 

Moors, JOHN GEORGE, Sunderland Sept 30 Walker, Sunderland 

PAINE,- WILLIAM SAMPSON, Hythe, Kent, Printer Oct 11 Joint Sec, London Cuunty and 
Westminster Bank, Ltd., Lombard st Kingsford & Co, Hythe 

ae Lucius HENRY, Holsworthy, Devon, Dentist Oct 18 Peter & Peter, Holsworthy 

von 

PopE, ALEXANDER, Heston, Hounslow Oct 1 Howilett & Clarke, Brighton 

REID, MAGDALENE MARY ANNA, Carmarthen Sept 25 Walters, Carmarthen 

——— mee Seacombe, Chester, Contractor Oct 13 Donnison & 'Edwards, 

verpoo 

ROPER, JANE ANN, Fulwood, nr Preston Oct1 Craven & Son, Preston 

SEWARD, ETHEL Mary, Petersfield Oct 10 Shield & Mackarness, Petersfield 

SMITH, MARY, Halifax Sept 19 Moore & Shepherd, Halifax 

SMITH, WILLIAM HAWO’%TH GLYNN, Margaret st, Solicitor Sept 29 Williams & Tre- 
mayne, Charing Cross 

THOMPSON, ROBERT, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, Law Clerk Oct 4 Chartres & 
Youll, Newcastle upon Tyne 





DEWHOURST, JONATHAN, Chorley, Lancs Oct2 Unsworth, 
ELLIOTT, STEPHEN, Swanwick, Derby, Hosiery Manufacturer Oct 4 Clifford & Cliffords, 


Derby 
FARNSWORTH, FANNY, Matlock Bank, Derby Oct 4 Taylors, Bakewell 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMS, ROSENE ELizA, Reading, Stationer Reading 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 
BANNBRMAN, HUGH, Stretford, Lancs, Milliner Salford 
Pet Augll Ord sept 3 
BywatTkER, EpitH, Harpurhey, Manchester, General Draper 
Manchester Pet Sept1 Ord Se t 1 
CARLYLE, ALSTON, Stroud Green rd High Court Pet 
Junel2 Ord 8 pt 1 
CooK, JAMES BENJAMIN, Sherwood, Nottingham, Com- 
— Agent Nottingham Pet Sept 1 Ord 
Pp 
COWLING, WALTER, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Sept 3 
Ord Sept 3 
DALE, GEORGE FREDERICK, Bournemouth, Company 
Manazer Poole Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept z 
Daviks, WILLIAM, Abertridwr, Glamorgan, Baker 
Pontypridd Pet Sept3 Ord Sept3 
Eastwoop, JAMES EDWARD, Whitworth, Lancs, Green- 
grocer Rochdale Pet aug30 Ord Aug 30 
— ee De.by, Fitter Derby Pet Sept1 Ord 
P’ 
Evans, ISAAC JAMES, Cwmaman, Aberdare, Grocer 
Abe: Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
GREGORY, JOHN SIDNEY, Earlsdon, Coventry, Cabinet 
aker Coventry Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 2 
GWILLIAM, GEORGE LEONARD, Abercarn, Mon, Dairyman 
Newport, Mon PetSept2 Ord Sept 2 
HARRISON, WILLIAM HENRY, West Southbourne, Bourne- 
mouth, Coal Factor Poole Pet Aug 15 Ord Sep; 2 
HARVEY, PERCY CHARLES, Dorchester, Licensed Victualler 
Dorchester Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 
KENYON, H C, Southport, Stationer Liverpool Pet Aug 
12 Ord Sept 2 
KINGSTON, EDGAR CHARLES, Ryder st, St James’, Com- 
mission Agent High Court Pet July 18 Ord Sept 3 
MASSEY, FRANK, Easthorpe, Southwell, Notts, Basket 
Maker Nottingham Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 





igh, Lance 











Roperts, Davip, Rhoslan, Llandudno Junction, Builder 
Bangor Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

SKEATE, HUGH M, Purley, Surrey, Stock Jobber High 
Court Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 28 

SPIKINS, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Hove, Sussex, Dairy Mana- 
ger Brighton Pet April 12 Ord May 1 

StrmrK, JoHN, York, Boot Repairer York Pet Sept 3 
Ord Sept 3 

VoxkEs, MaupE EmMaA, Birmingham, Stud Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 

WHITE, ALFRED, Skirbeck, Lincs, Farmer Boston Pet 
Aug 20 Ord Sept 3 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 12: 


THE CLAPHAM FINE ART Co, High st, Clapham Wands- 
worth Pet June 25 Ord Aug 7 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 2: 


HARRIES, WILLIAM, Erw fach, Pwll, Lilanelly, Carmarthen 
shire, Coal Merchant Carmarthen Pet Aug 30 Ord 
Aug 30 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

BENJAFIELD, FREDERICK JOHN, Shaftesbury, Cattle 
Dealer Septlé6at1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 
st, Salisbury 

CARLYLE, ALSTON, Siroud Green rd Sept 15 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CHAPLIN, THOMAS GREENWAY, Worcester, Grocer Sept 1» 
at 11.33 Off Rec, 11,Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Corp, ANNIE MARIA, Kingston upon Hull, Uu'fitter 
Sept 15 at 11.30 Off Ree, York City Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

DALE, GEORGE FREDERICK, Bournemouth, Company 
Manager Septliat 2 St Peter's Small Hall, Hirton 
rd, Bournemouth 

Eastwoop, JAMES EDWARD, Whitworh, 
Sept 19 at 11.30 Towh Hall, Rochale 

GEORGE, ALLEN, Hook Norton, Oxford, Stonemason Sept 
13 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

HARRIES, WILLIAM, Erw fach, Pwil, Lianelly, Carmarthen, 
Coal Merchant Sept 13 at 11.30 Of Rec, 4, Queen 
st, Carmarthen 


Greengrocer 














TURNER, ELLEN, Chariton Kings, Cheltenham Oct 20 Weir & Co, London Wall 
WARBURTON, HAMLET, Swinton, Lancs Oct 18 
WARNER, ELLEN Rosa, St Leonard's ter, Chelsea Oct 2) 
WIVELL, CHARLES, Birmingham, Horse Dealer Oct lu Forsyth & Co, Birmingham 


Eliza Laura Jones, Worsley rd, Sw nton 
Weir & Co, Loudon Wal 


HARRISON, WILLIAM HENRY, West Southbourne, Bourne 
mouth, Coal Factor Sept 15 at 2.45 St Peter’s Small 
Hall, Hinton rd, Bournemouth 

HARVEY, Pexcy CHARLES, Dorchester, Dorset, Licensed 
Victualler Sept 16 at 1.15 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

JEFFERY, JOSEPH, Portsmouth, Turf Commission Age t 
Sept 15 at 8 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st 
Portsmouth 

KINGSTON, EDGAR CHARLES, Ryder st, St James’ Com 
mission Agent Septyl5 at 12 sKankraptcybidgs, Carey st 

PRESTON, JOSEPH, Aston, Birmingham, Pork Butcher 
Sept 17 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

ROBINSON, EDWARD, Barnes, Engineer Sept 15 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridga rd 

STIRK, JOHN, York, Boot Repairer Sept 17 at 3 Off Reo 
The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor 

STURGEON, ROBERT, Liverpool, Grocer Sept 16 at 11 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

VOKES, MAUDE EMMA, Birmingham, Stud Manufacture r 
Sept 17 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 

WALKER, HENRY VAUGHAN, Stamford, Lincs Sept 13 at 
12.45 The Stamford Hotel, Stamford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ADAMS, ROSENE BLIzA, Reading, Stationer 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 

BYWATER, EDITH, Harpurhey, Manchester, General Draper 
Manchester Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 

CHAPLIN, THOMAS GREENWAY, Sidbury, Worcester Grocer 
Worcester Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 2 

Cook, JAMES BENJAMIN, Sherwood, Nottingham, Com- 
mission Agent Nottingham Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 

CowLine, WALLER, Leeds, Joiner Leeus Pet Sept 3 Ord 
Sept 3 

Daviks, WILLIAM, Abertridwr, Glam, Baker Pontypridd 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 

Eastwoop, JAMES Epwarp, Whitworth, Lancs, Green- 
grocer and Fishmonger Rochdale Pet Aug 30 Ord 
Aug 30 

ELLIOTT, HERBERT, Derby, Fitter Derby Pet Sept 1 

d Sept 1 


Readinz 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STHATT, LOmNMDvDowm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


Gs. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitabie Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


spplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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E.urorr, Taomas WILLIAM, Newcastle upon Tvne, Ship 
Broker Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 18 Ord Sept 2 
Evans, Isaac JAMES, Fforcaneol row, Cwmaman, 
Aberdare, Grocee Aberdare PetSept2 Ord Sept 2 
GITTERM ANN, Morris, Newcastle upoa Lyne, Ladies’ Tailor 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 2 
Gre@ory, Jony Sypyev, Earision, Coventry, 
Maker Coventry Pet Sept 2 4 


Cabinst 

Ord Sept 2 

GWILLIAM, GgoRGE Leonagb, Cwmcarn, Vairyman, New- 
port,Mn Pet Sept 2 Ord sept 2 

HARVEY, Peroy CHARLES, Dorchester, Licensed Victualler 
Dorchester Pet S+pt 1 Ord Sept 1 

KInesTon, Hirnouw Jimes, High rd, Streatham High 
Court Pet Juve 27 Ord Sept 3 

LEEK, SAMUEL Jony, High st, Clapham 
Pet June 25 Ord Seps 2 

MASSEY, FRANK, South ell, Notts, Basket Maker 
tingham Pet Sept 1 Urd Sept 1 


Wandsworth 


Not 


MATTHEWS, FRANCIS MARQUAND, Waterloo pl, Financier | 


Pet Mir 23 Ord Sept 1 
FRANK, Watford, Draper 
Ord Sept 2 

Ast», Birm!ngham, 
Pet Aug 2v Ord Sept 2 
Rhoslan, Liandudno junc, Carnarvon | 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
Highgate High Court Pet Aug 19 | 


High Court 
Moore, DAVID 
Pet Aug 14 
PRESTON, JOSEPH, 
Bir ningham 
ROBERTS, DAVLD, 
Builder Bangor 
SARGENT, FRANCIS, 
Ord Sept 2 
STIRK, JOHN, 
Ord Sept 3 
Vokes, MaupE EMMA, Birmingham. Stud 
Birmingham Pet Sept l Ord Sept 1 


St Albans 
Pork Butcher | 


York, Boot Repairer York Pet Sept 3 


Manufacturer | 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in tie 
London Gazette of Aug. 1: 
SCHEUER, JOHN BERNARD, Fontaine rd, Streatham Com- 
mon, Actor Wandsworth Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


Amended Notice substitu‘ed for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 8: 


ACKLAND, THomAS Jacon, Bridgwater, Stationer 
water Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


Bridg- 


Amended Notice substituted for that publishedin the 
London Gazette of Aug. 20: 
Joun DICKENSON, Nettleton, Lincs 
Lincoln Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25, 


Baiaos, SOLOMON 

Cottage Farmer 

Lonion Gaze'te.—TURSDAY, Sept. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apport, Joun Nasu, Boundary rd, 8t John's Wood, Gro- 
cer High Vourt Pet Sept 5 Ord Sep’ 5 


BACKSHALL, FRANK Rosget, St Leonards 01 Sea, Carrier | 


Hastings Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept4 

Barton, JoHnN WILLIAM, Herne Bay, Canterbury 
Aug 8 Ord Sept 6 

BELL, WILLIAM, Oswaldtwistle, General Draper 
burn Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

BIcKuiey, Josern, Lillie rd, Fulham, Builder High Court 
Pet Sept 4 wri Septé 

CHave, Henry RICHARD, Combe Down, Bath, Dairyman 
Bath Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Diegens, L, New Cross rd, New Cross 
High Court Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept 5 

Dix (PseTHick) & Co, Victoria st HighCourt Pet Aug 19 
Ord Sept 56 

Drxon, HENRY JAMES, 
July 3 Ord Sept 5 

DORNBUSCH, 3, Regent st, 
July 24 Ord Sept 5 

Doyie, ArtHur J, Nairobi, British East Africa 
Court Pet April 24 Ord Sept 5 

EuRuicn, Mark, Bevis Marks, Bishopsgate, 
Warehouseman High Court PetJuly 7 Ord Sept5 

Frost, ARTHUR LEWIS, Star rd, West Kensington, Garage 
Proprietor High Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

HANuAM, EB, Hollandrd, Kensington High Court Pet 
Aug l4 Ord Sept 5 

HowkLL, Hersert, Sloane st, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Court Pet Augi2 Ord Sept 5 

Kemp, HERBERT ELIAS, Eastbourne, 
Eastbourne Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

LEEDHAM, FRANK, Saint John st, Smithfield, Leather 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept6 Ord Sopt 6 

MAHOMED, HERBERT ABDALLAH SALEM, -Norwich 
Dental Surgeon Norwich Pet Sep 4 Ord Sept 4 


Gate, Grocer 


New Broad st High Court Pet 


Custumier High Court Pet 


High 


Potato 


Pet 


Black. | 


Woollen | 


High 


Salesman | 


Nrerop, A VAN, & Son, Central Markets, West Smith- 
field, Meat Salesman High Court tetAug13 Ord 
} Sept 4 ‘ s 
NIxoN, JOHN DAUR, Crewe, Electrical Engineer Crewe 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
SHAW, WILLIAM Heyry, Chelt-nham Holy 
Orders Cheltenham Pct July 238 
Simms, James Ropeat, Lincoin, Tailor 
5 Ord Sept 5 
SMITH, CHRISTOPHER THOMAS MURRAY, Didsbury, Man 
ch-ster, Salesman Mauchester Pet Aug 20 Ord 
Sept 5 
| TAYLOR, WILLIAM, Staplefori, Notts, 
Derby Pet Aug ll Ord Sept 4 
[ROLLOPE , THOMAS, Pontlottyn, Glam, Colliery Haulier 
Merthyr Uydfil Pet Sept 6 Ord Sep: 6 
WARLAND, CHARLES FREDERICK, Fleet st, Advertising 
Specia'ist High Court Pet July 30 Ord Sept 4 
WILBY, ARTHUR, jun, Newton Flutman, Norfolk, Dealer 
Norwich Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
WILKINSON, RosBert, Todmorden, 
Buroley Pet Aug 15 Ord Sept 4 
Woop, THEOPH.LUS, Petersfield, Solicitor 
Pet July 2s Ord Sept 4 
Waieut, Taomas Hackett, Chorlton on Medlock, Man- 
chester, Plumber Manchester Pet Sept 4 Oid 
Sept 4 


Clerk in 
Ord Sept 5 
Lincoln Pet Sept 


Iron Merchant 


Insuranze Agent 


Portsmouth 


Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 19: 
Powe, Geores Hecror, Acton, Tailor 
July 23 Ord Aug 14 


Brentford Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| ABBor?, JoHN NasH, Boundary rd, St John’s Woo 1, Grocer 
Sept 17 at 11.30 Bankruptcy oldgs, Carey st 
BACKSHALL, FRANK ROBERT, St Leonards on Sea, Carrier 
Sept 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, <124, Marlborough -pl, 
ighton 
| BANNERMAN, HvuGu, Stretford, Lancs, Milliner 
at.3.30 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 
BELL, WILLIAM, Oswaldtwistle General Diaper Sept 17 
| at 11.30 Off Kec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
| BICKLEY, JOSEPH, Lillie rd, Fulham, Buil ier 
1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
BYWATER, EvitH, Harpurhey, Manchester, General Draper 
Sept 18at3 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchest-r 
Cook, JAMES BENJAMIN, Sherwood, Nottingham, Com- 
mission Agent Sept 19 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Vastile pl, 
Park st, Nottingham 
COWLING, WALTER, Leeds, Joiner Sept 17 at 11 
24, Bond st, Leeds 
Danp, THOMAS WALTSR, and CHARLES FREDERICK Hos- 
SON, Newcastle upon Tyne, Oil Merchants Sept 19 
at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Davies, WILLIAM, Abertridwr, Glam, Baker Sept 18 at 
11.45 Off Rec, St Catheriue’s chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, 
Poutypridd 
Dieoens, L, New Cross rd, New Cross gate, Grocer 
i8atil Bankrupccy bidgs, Carey s 
| Dixon, Henry JAMES, New Broad st, Secretary Sept 18 
at 1 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 
DORNBUSCH, 8, Regent st, Costumier 
Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 
DoYLE, ARTHOR J, Nairobi, British East Africa 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
EHRLICH, MARK, Bevis Marks, Bishopsgate, Woollen 
Warehouseman Sept 19 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
| ELLIOTT, HERBERT, Derby, Fitter Sept 18 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 12, St Peter’s Churchyard, Derby 
EVANS, ISAAC JAMES, Cwmaman, Aberd.re, Glam, Grocer 
Sept 18 at 11.15 Off K.c, St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 
Frosr, ARTHUR LEWIS, Star rd, West Kensington, Garage 
Proprietor Sept 1: at 12.30 Bankcuptcy bidgs, 
; 


Carey st 
| GReGoRY, JOHN Sipney, Earlsdon, Coventry, Cabinet 
Maker Sept 17 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
GWILLIAM, GEORGE LEONARD, Cwmcarn, Dairy nan Sept 
o at 12 Of Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 
HANHAM, E, Holland rd, Kensington Sept 18 at 12.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
| HENERY, — Harrow oa the Hill, Hotel Proprietress Sept 
18at3 14, Bedford row 
| HOWELL, HERBERT, Sloane st, Ladies Outfitter Sept 18 at 
11.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Sept 17 


Sept 19 at 


Off Rec 


Sept 


Sept 18 at 12 
Sept 19 at 
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Oldest Insurance Office in the World 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


] \ Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C. 


losurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
BURGLARY, 

| PLATE GLAss, 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A. W. COUSINS District Manager. 





Jongs, EDWARD DavID, Prestatyn, Builder Sept 19 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

KENYON, HENRY, Southport, Stationer Sept 19 at 11 
Off Kec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

LEEDHAM, FRANK, St John st, Smithfield, Leather Mer- 
chant Sept 17 at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Nrervp, A VAN, & SON, Central Markets, West Smith- 
field, Meat Salesman Sept 17 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

NIXON, JOHN DALE, Crewe, Electrical Engineer Sept 13 
at 12 Uff Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

SCHRORETER, ELizA Doris, Bath Sept 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Brist~l 

SHE PIELD, CHARLES PaRgkOTT, Mold, Flint, Auctioneer 
Sept 19 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Simms, JAMES RopeErt, Lincoln, Tailor Sept 19 at 12 
Otf Rec, i0, Bank st, Lincoln 

Spikins, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Hove, Sussex, Dairy 
Manager Sept 17,at12 Off Rec 12a, Marlbvrough pl, 
Brighton 

TANNER, JAcOB PxRESTON, Kendal, Plumber's Manager 
Sept 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow 
in Furness 

WARLAND, CHARLES FREDERICK, Fleet st, Advertising 
Specialist Sept 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey sc 

WHIrE, ALFRED, Skirbeck, Lincs, Farmer Sept 23 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

WILLIAMS, ARTHUR EDWARD, Kendal, Boot Maker Sept 
17 at 11.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 

WricHt, THOMAS HAcKeTT, Choriton on Medlock, Man- 
chester, Plumber Sept 17 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ABBoTT, JOHN NASH, Boundary rd, St John’s Wood 
Grocer High Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept5 

BACKSHALL, .FRANK KOBERT, St Leonards on Sea, Carrier 
Hastings Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

BANNERMAN, HUGG, Stretford, Lancs, Milliner Salford 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Sept 6 

BEUL, WILLIAM, Oswaldtwistle,General Draper Blackburn 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

CHAVE, HENRY KICHARD, Combe Down, Bath, Somereet, 
Dairyman Bath Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

FROST, ARTHUR LEWIS, Star rd, West Kensington, Garage 
Proprietor High Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept5 

GOODYEAR, CHARLES, Hyths, Keut vanteroury Pet July 
21 ~Urd Sept 4 

HARRISON, WILLIAM Henry, West Southbourne, Bourn:- 
mouth, Coal Fact r Povle Pet Augi5 Ord Sept 4 

JACOBS, iSAAC FREDERICK Sheerness, Kent, Solicitor 
Rochester Pet Aug7\ Ord Sept 4 

KEMP, HERBERT KLIAS, Eastbourne, 
Eastbourne Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

KENYON, HENRY, Southport, Stationer Liverpool 
Aug l2 Ord Septs 

KOPP&NHAGEN, JacoB, Finsbury ct High Court Pet 
June 10 Ord Sept 5 

LEEDHAM, FRANK, Saint John st, Smithfield, Leather 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept 6 Ord sept 6 

LocKY#R, HAROLD FREDERICK, Bow et, Covent Garden 
High Cour; Pet July 23 Ord Sept 4 

MAHOMED, HERBERT ABDALLAH SALEM, Norwich, Dental 
Surgeon Norwich Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Nixon, JOHN DALE, Crewe, Electrical Engineer Crewe 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

PRECHNER, LOUIS, Mansell st, Whitechapel, Grocer High 
Court Pet June 3 Ord Sept 6 

Soums, JAMES ROBERT, Lincola, failor Lincoln Pet Sept 
b Ord Sept 5 

TROLLOPE, THOMAS, Pontlottyn, Glam, Colliery Haulier 
Merthyr Tydfil Vet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

WHIrk, ALFRED, Robin Hood's walk, Skirbeck, Lincs, 
Farmer Boston Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 6 

WILBY, ARTHUR, jun, Newton Flotman, Norfolk, Dealer 
Norwich Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

WrieHT, 'HOMaS HACKETT, Cho lton on Medlock, Man- 
chester, Piumber and Decorator Manchester Pet 
Rept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Treatment of | INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS, 


For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c,, apply to 
F. 5. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S,, &., 
Medical Superintendent. 


Potato Salesman 
Pet 





Telephone: P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LHICHSTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D. (Camb). Princi : HENRY M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. y years’ lence. Exceilent 
Legal and Medicai References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

[TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS; “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT. 
Buntingford, Herts. 
Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99, 

For Gentlemen suffering from Alcohol and Drug Inebriety; 
also for Gentlemen convalescing after illness. Ina most 
healthy part of the country ; 18 acres of grounds ; about 
850 feet above sea-level. Quarter mile from Statian, G.£.B. 
Two Resident Physicians. No Infectious or Consumptive 
Cases taken. Inebriety Patients are admitted voluntarily 
only, either privately or under the inebriates Acts, Terms 
from 24 gus. Telephone; P.O. 3, Buntingford, Tele 

raphic Address; “ RasiDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 

















